acquire some significant degree of knowledge of other areas included in the realm of environmental health sciences. Nelson's mission was to assemble-first within his own institute and then throughout the country-a cadre of specialists in epidemiology, toxicology, engineering, chemistry, and so on who would interact with each other and devote their expertise to solving environmental health problems.
As far as training new scientists for careers in environmental health science is concerned, Nelson always maintained that such training programs should be based on in-depth training in one of the major environmental health science specialties with electives in the others. For Nelson, an environmental health science researcher could be, for example, a toxicologist who is familiar with the techniques and current issues in environmental epidemiology and some health physics, and could understand a seminar on exposure assessment. Nelson's own expertise in so many fields left many who knew him wondering what his original scientific training had been. In fact, his graduate degree was in biochemistry, a field in which he made significant contributions to the basic literature.
Nelson's ideal was that every environmental health scientist should be on an equal footing with his/her peers in a chosen specialty, with the difference that he/she was also knowledgeable in several other fields also related to environmental health science. This vision has in fact come to pass, as can be seen in the many outstanding academic departments of environmental health science around the country and, of course, at the NIEHS itself. Another important issue for environmental health science that Nelson tackled directly was that of social, political, and economic influences on the field. Although many branches of science interact with social forces, few do so as much as environmental health science. Nelson was quite clear and specific in his attitudes toward the role of social and other extrascientific forces in the conduct of environmental health science research. Because of the high economic and social impact that the results of environmental health research could have, and the pressures that could be brought to bear on the scientists working in the area, Nelson was quite strict about the crucial role that objective, independent, and nonaligned scientific work must play in advancing our understanding of environmental health. He did not favor any social agenda, either environmentalist or antienvironmentalist, and always insisted that all conclusions and recommendations be based solely on objective data and results. Further, decisions about what research should be done, how the results should be analyzed and interpreted, and how conclusions should be drawn must depend solely on basic mechanistic and scientific considerations and principles and not be subject to sponsors' approval before publication in the peer-reviewed literature.
Nelson insisted on objectivity and independence from social agendas because he knew that only a reputation for honesty, integrity, and utmost objectivity would allow widespread acceptance of the results and conclusions of the research being conducted. Certain investigators and even institutions working in the field became known as pro-union or pro-environmentalist or proindustry, and their credibility did not approach that of Nelson's and other similar academic departments.
We all were trained and mentored by Norton Nelson prior to his death in 1990, and along with scientists throughout the world, we accept Nelson's principles for research and training in environmental health science as the standard for the field. The origins of his well-accepted principles and ideas are often unknown to many people who use them; most people rarely even
